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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed on 8/9/04. 
Claims 1-8, 1 1-22 are pending in this application. Claims 1 and 22 are independent 

claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
mariner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 5-8, 13, 15, 17, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Niblack (US 6,181,342) in view of Katinsky et al. (US 6,452,609). 

As per claim 1, Niblack teaches a file processing apparatus comprising: 

file display means for displaying a folders for selection in a folder selection region, and 
for displaying a plurality predetermined file in a predetermined file display region as an icons, 
wherein when a folder in the folder selection region is selected then files from the selected folder 
are displayed by the file display means in the file display region as icons, (fig 5, items 64a-64h); 

selected file storage means, in response to a selection request with regard to a 
predetermined file displayed in the file display region, for storing a selected file (col. 3, lines 21- 
36; Examiner infers directory to be a selected file storage means); 
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selected file display means for displaying the selected file in a predetermined selected 
display region as an icon (col. 4, lines 23-35; It is inherent that in order to select a file to be 
executed, the user must select display region of the icon); and 

process execution means, in. response to a predetermined process request, for subjecting 
a file stored by the selected file storage means to a predetermined process (col. 4, lines 1-35). 

However, Niblack fails to teach wherein a display screen of the file processing apparatus 
is divided into a least four different areas at a given point in so as to include each of the file 
display region, the folder selection region, the selected display region, and a process display 
region, so that the display screen simultaneously displays each of the following at the given point 
in time: (a) the folders for selection in the folder selection region, (b) the icons of the plurality of 
predetermined files in the file display region which are from selected folder(s) from the folder 
selection region, (c) at least the selected file in the selected display region which is different than 
the file display region and (d) process icons in the process display region indicative of processes 
that the selected file can be subjected to. 

Wherein a user can select files from a first folder when the first folder is selected in the 
folder selection region, and can thereafter select different files from a second folder when the 
second folder is selection in the folder selection region, so that the selected files from the first 
folder and the selected files from the second folder are displayed simultanesoul in the select 
display region and can be subject to processing together when a process icon in the process 
display region is selected. 
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Katinsky et al. teaches wherein a display screen of the file processing apparatus is 
divided into a least four different areas at a given point in so as to include each of the file display 
region, the folder selection region, the selected display region, and a process display region, (fig. 
8a) so that the display screen simultaneously displays each of the following at the given point in 
time: (a) the folders for selection in the folder selection region, (figure 1, item 12) (b) the icons 
of the plurality of predetermined files in the file display region which are from selected folder(s) 
from the folder selection region, (figure 1, item 14) (c) at least the selected file in the selected 
display region which is different than the file display region (fig. 1, item 16) and (d) process 
icons in the process display region indicative of processes that the selected file can be subjected 
to. (fig. 9b, item 82, fig.5, item 58) 

Wherein a user can select files from a first folder when the first folder is selected in the 
folder selection region, and can thereafter select different files from a second folder when the 
second folder is selection in the folder selection region, so that the selected files from the first 
folder and the selected files from the second folder are displayed simultaneously in the select 
display region and can be subject to processing together when a process icon in the process 
display region is selected, (col. 4, lines 50-column 5, lines 15) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Katinsky 
et al.'s teaching with Niblack's apparatus in order to provide user with the ability to access and 
control multiple different objects with out opening multiple folders. 
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As per claim 2, Niblack and Katinsky teach the file processing apparatus of claim 1 . 
Niblack further teaches wherein the file display means displays the files in the file display 
regions as thumbnails (fig 5, items 64a-64h). 

As per claim 5, which dependent on claim 1, it is of the same scope as claim 2. (see 
rejection above) 

As per claim 6, which dependent on claim 1, it is of the same scope as claim 2. (see 
rejection above) 

As per claim 7, Niblack and Katinsky teach the file processing apparatus of claim 1 . 
Niblack further teaches wherein the selected file storage means stores files selected from among 
a plurality of folders, (col. 8, lines 9-24; Examiner infers directories to be folders). 

As per claim 8, Niblack and Katinsky teach the file processing apparatus of claim 6. 
Niblack further teaches wherein the selected file storage means stores files selected from among 
a plurality of folders and that the selected file display means displays these files in one selected 
file display region (col. 8, lines 9-24; Examiner infers directories to be folders). 

As per claim 13, Niblack and Katinsky teach the file processing apparatus of claim 1. 
Niblack further teaches the apparatus comprising: 

process storage means for storing a plurality of process requests (col. 6, lines 46-56), 

wherein the process execution means subjects the files stored by the selected file storage 
means to a plurality of processes, in response to the plurality of process requests stored in the 
process storage means (col. 6, lines 56-68, col. 7, lines 1-10; Examiner infers monitoring and 
updating new documents to be a plurality of process). 
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As per claim 15, Niblack and Katinsky teach the file processing apparatus of claim 1. 
Niblack further teaches the apparatus comprising: 

file selection means for selecting, from among an arbitrary plurality of files, those files 
that match a predetermined condition (col. 9, lines 45-54). 

As per claim 17, Niblack and Katinsky teach the file processing apparatus of claim 15. 
Niblack further teaches the apparatus wherein the file selection means selects files from within 
an arbitrarily defined range (col. 9, lines 53-58; Examiner infers to limiting the size to be 
defining a range). 

As per claim 19, Niblack and Katinsky teach the file processing apparatus of claim 1. 
Niblack further teaches a computer readable storage medium on which a program is stored that 
allows a computer to operate as the file processing apparatus of claim 1 (col. 9, lines 20-32). 

As per claim 21, Niblack and Katinsky teach the file processing apparatus of claim 1. 
Katinsky further teaches when a file displayed in the selected display region is clicked, then its 
icon is highlighted in the selected display region and the folder containing the clicked file is 
highlighted in the tree display window, (fig. 4 items 50 and 54) 

As per claim 22, it is rejected with the same rational as claim 1 . Supra. 

Claims 3, 4, 11, 12, 14, 16, 18, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Niblack (US, 6,181,342) in view of Katinsky et al. (US 6,452,609) further in 
view of Oesterer et al. (US 6,415,298). 

As per claim 3, Niblack and Katinsky teach the file processing apparatus of claim 1 . 
However they fail to further teach the apparatus comprising: 
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selected file cancellation means, in response to a predetermined selection cancel request, 
for canceling the selection of a portion or all of the files stored by the selected file storage means. 
Oesterer et al. teaches an apparatus comprising: 

selected file cancellation means, in response to a predetermined selection cancel request, 
for canceling the selection of a portion or all of the files stored by the selected file storage means 
(Fig. 1, item 44, col. 6, lines 50-61, col. 7, lines 1-17; It is inherent that once the user deactivate 
the account the data and files regarding the actual transaction of the account will be deleted). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Oesterer 
et al. teaching with apparatus of Niblack and Katinsky in order to allow the user to organize 
complex information in a visually descriptive and flexible manner that is similar to the way, 
which files are organized. 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 2, it is of the same scope as claim 1 . (see 
rejection above) 

As per claim 11, Niblack and Katinsky teach the file processing apparatus of claim 1. 
However, they fail to teach the apparatus wherein the selected file storage means keeps storing 
the selected files, even after a process has been executed by the process execution means, until a 
predetermined selection cancel request. 

Oesterer et al. teaches an apparatus wherein the selected file storage means keeps storing 
the selected files, even after a process has been executed by the process execution means, until a 
predetermined selection cancel request (Fig. 1, item 44, col. 6, lines 50-61, col. 7, lines 1-17). 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Oesterer 
et al. teaching with apparatus of Niblack and Katinsky in order to allow the user to organize 
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complex information in a visually descriptive and flexible manner that is similar to the way, 
which files are organized. 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 8, it is of the same scope as claim 11. (see 
rejection above) 

As per claim 14, Niblack, Katinsky and Oesterer et al. teach the file processing apparatus 
of claim 12. Niblack further teaches the apparatus comprising: 

process storage means for storing a plurality of process requests (col. 6, lines 46-56), 

wherein the process execution means subjects the files stored by the selected file storage 
means to a plurality of processes, in response to the plurality of process requests stored in the 
process storage means (col. 6, lines 56-68, col. 7, lines 1-10; Examiner infers to monitoring and 
updating new documents to be a plurality of process requests). 

As per claim 16, Niblack, Katinsky and Oesterer et al. teach the file processing apparatus 
of claim 14. Niblack further teaches the apparatus comprising: 

file selection means for selecting, from among an arbitrary plurality of files, those files 
that match a predetermined condition (col. 9, lines 45-54). 

As per claim 18, Niblack, Katinsky and Oesterer et al. teach the file processing apparatus 
of claim 16. Niblack further teaches wherein the file selection means selects files from within an 
arbitrarily defined range (col. 9, lines 53-58; Examiner infers to limiting the size to be defining a 
range). 

As per claim 20, Niblack, Katinsky and Oesterer et al. teach the file processing apparatus 
of claim 18. Niblack further teaches a computer readable storage medium on which a program is 
stored that allows a computer to operate as the processing apparatus (col. 5, lines 1-24) 
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Response to Argument 
Applicant's arguments filed on 8/9/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argued that Niblack and Katinsky fail to disclose or suggest a display screen 
the simultaneously displays (a) the folders for selection in the folder selection region, (b) the 
icons of the plurality of predetermined files in the file display region which are from selected 
folder(s) from the folder selection region, (c) at least the selected file in the selected display 
region which is different than the file display region and (d) process icons in the process display 
region indicative of processes that the selected file can be subjected to. 

Examiner disagrees. Kaintsky teaches limitation because it displays (a) a folder window 
(figure 1, item 12), (b) a selected icon window (figure 1, item 14), (c) a content display window 
(figure, item 16), and (d) the processing buttons (figure 9b, items 82) all within the same screen. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peng Ke whose telephone number is (571) 272-4062. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and Alternate Fridays 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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